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Supplementary Figure 1: Spatial correspondence of the mean multivariate representational consis-
tency map and the univariate inter-individual correlation map for linear and non-linear anatomical
alignment. The graphs show the distribution of the percent ranks and the corresponding Pearson
and Spearman coefficient for the uni- and multivariate mean map respectively. The 2D histograms
illustrate spatial covariance of two distributions. Spearman correlation over voxel specific percent
ranks pairs estimates the spatial correspondence.



